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We present in this issue the likeness of Hon. John H. Ingram, 
Judge of the Law and Equity Court of the City of Richmond. We 
venture the assertion that no judge in Virginia of his age has had so 
long a judicial experience. Though only for- 
judge Ingram. ty-three years old he has spent eighteen years 
of his life on the bench. He was graduated in 
law both at Richmond College and at the University of Virginia. He 
served as judge of the Corporation Court of the City of Manchester 
from 1887 to 1903. He was a distinguished member of the Constitu- 
tional Convention of 1901-2 and rendered valuable service as a mem- 
ber of the committees on franchise and on corporations. In 1903, 
while he was yet judge of the Corporation Court of Manchester, the 
Richmond bar paid him the most unusual compliment of endorsing him 
for the position he now holds although he was not at the time a citizen 
of Richmond. Perhaps no judge in the commonwealth presides at the 
trial of so many important cases. He has a natural instinct for justice. 
Conclusions which others arrive at by long study and reflection he 
reaches with a speed and directness which is wonderful. He is cour- 
teous to members of the bar and so eminently impartial in his dealings 
and opinions that no practitioner leaves his court without feeling that 
his cause has been carefully and conscientiously considered. 



Some weeks ago our publishers sent a circular letter to our sub- 
scribers asking them for suggestions for- the improvement of the 
Register. These suggestions have been presented to the editor 
for his perusal. He finds in them much food 
Suggestions for thought and he is profoundly grateful to 

Prom Subscribers, the subscribers for their many valuable sugges- 
tions. One of the most striking features about 
them is their disclosure of wide difference of opinion as to how the 
publication ought to be conducted. Some think one department 
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the most important. Others think this same department ought to 
be dispensed with. Some think certain departments ought to be 
enlarged. Others think they should be curtailed. This but 
emphasizes the truth which we long ago realized, to wit, that the 
divergence in the taste of our readers makes it impossible that every 
feature of our magazine should be acceptable to all. We do not ex- 
pect our boarders to eat all which we put on the table before them, 
but we try to supply something suitable to the taste of all so that 
none may go hungry. Twenty-three of our subscribers think that 
our annotations to the supreme court decisions is our most import- 
ant feature. Inasmuch as twenty-three out of the sixty sugges- 
tions received by us emphasize the importance of this department, 
we will hereafter devote more attention thereto. The suggestions 
as to the report of the decisions of lower courts are a little bewil- 
dering. Eight think that such decisions ought not to be reported 
while the same number insist that this is a most important feature. 
Many think that inasmuch as these decisions are not binding on 
other courts that they are therefore valueless. This is a great 
mistake. There is nothing magic about an opinion written by a 
supreme court judge, and some of our trial judges are equal in 
ability to the judges of the court of appeals. We believe that trial 
judges pay great respect to the decisions of lower courts. They are 
not binding, it is true, but they are persuasive. In addition to this, 
they are valuable to the lawyer because they disclose many import- 
ant points which may be raised in his practice. We shall there- 
fore continue to publish all well-considered opinions of lower courts 
on questions of importance not already passed on by the Court of 
Appeals. We are placed in a quandary by a vehement statement of one 
of the subscribers to the effect that he will stop taking the Register 
unless we publish all of the decisions of the Supreme Court of Ap- 
peals. To comply with his request would mean the curtailment of 
other departments. We tried the plan suggested by him some years 
ago and it met with such great disfavor that we had to abandon it. 
We now, however, publish either the full text or the syllabus of 
every case decided, so that our subscribers may read in full the 
most important decisions handed down and will be fully informed 
of the principles involved in all other decisions. We find that 
reporting the decisions of the corporation commission is meeting 
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with hearty approval. Some suggest that we publish more decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States. We always 
publish such as relate to Virginia statutes and practice. We can 
not do more than this without crowding out other opinions which 
seem to us to be of more importance to the Virginia practitioner. 
Some suggest the reporting of more bankrupt decisions. The 
work of the bankrupt courts in Virginia has so materially lessened 
in the last few years that we have thought it was only necessary to 
digest in our "Notes of Cases" recent bankrupt decisions, for which 
we keep a constant lookout. Three of our subscribers suggest 
that we indulge more frequently in criticism of the opinions of 
our Supreme Court. It will be readily understood why we should 
be slow to make adverse comment upon the opinions of this high 
tribunal. Aside from the superior ability and learning of the 
members of the court, it must be remembered that they have a 
much better opportunity for arriving at just conclusions than any 
of their critics have. They have had before them the printed record 
and briefs in the case and have heard oral argument thereon. So 
that it seems to us that we should be very slow in expressing our 
dissent. Few besides the counsel in the case are sufficiently well- 
acquainted with the facts and authorities to be able to reach a 
conclusion, and the counsel in the case are disqualified by interest 
to express an impartial opinion. On the other hand we realize that 
the members of the court are human and make mistakes which 
justify criticism even from an humble editor and in such cases we 
have not hesitated to speak out. This will continue to be our 
policy. 

We are pleased to know from several of our subscribers that fhey 
appreciate our frequent comments upon our statutes and the 
decisions construing them. This feature will be continued and 
enlarged. 

The most practical suggestion received by us is in the follow- 
ing language: "I suggest a department devoted to brief articles 
(not long arguments) limited within two pages upon single points 
of Virginia law, procedure, and practice, each of such articles to 
state practically only the conclusions with authorities therefor. 
This department should be regular and full. Lawyers would be 
more willing to furnish such articles than full treatises." The 
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members of the bar could make the Eegister a great reservoir of 
information if they will only follow this suggestion. Important 
points are constantly arising in their practice. They investigate 
these points, collect authorities, and present their arguments, but 
make no effort to preserve the results of their investigations for the 
benefit of their brethren. Oh, for more of that professional benevo- 
lence for which each successive editor of the Registee has been 
longing ! 



It is with genuine regret that we announce that the printers' strike 

has made it necessary to postpone until pur November number the 

beginning of our Open Symposium on the Torrens System. The 

_ members of the bar are taking keen interest in the 

rt A subiect and many of our ablest practitioners have 

System. . , . ,-.«-. i .,, , - i 

examined into the Massie bill and sent us articles 

concerning the same. It is the most important subject to be consid- 
ered by the coming General Assembly and both the bar and the 
people are vitally concerned. We hope our friends will continue to 
send contributions on the subject. A large portion of our* space will 
be devoted to it between now and the meeting of the General As- 
sembly. 



We have the pleasure of publishing in this issue a letter from Mr. 
William L. Royall, who has had Richmond stirred from center to cir- 
cumference by his recent efforts to bring the ballot box stuffersto jus- 
tice. The grand jury which had the matter 
Richmond Elec- under investigation sat continuously for twenty 

tion Frauds. days and brought in quite a number of indict- 

ments. It seems, however, that the sessions 
of the jury were not altogether harmonious, and three members of the 
same desired to make a supplemental report to the court in which they 
proposed to show to the court the "rotteness" of the election machin- 
ery and in which it was thought that a number of prominent citizens 
were severely criticised for aiding and abetting the culprits. Judge 
Witt, who was presiding, refused to receive the supplementary report 
or to allow its contents to be published. There immediately arose a 
spirited discussion in the press and among the members of the legal fra- 
ternity as to Judge Witt's right to suppress what wa called "the mi- 



532 11 VIRGINIA LAW REGISTER. [Oct., 

nority report/ ' It seems that the jury was unanimous in the indict- 
ments which were brought in, but three members desired to file along 
with the indictments the supplementary report referred to. Mr. 
William L. Royall was strongly of the opinion that Judge Witt should 
have received and made public the supplemental or minority report, 
while other lawyers took a different view. The question is a novel one, 
and it was at our request that Mr. Royall discusses the matter. Mr. 
Ernest M. Long, of the Richmond bar, is among those who have tak- 
en the opposite view, and we hope to publish in our November number 
a letter from him on the subject. 



The annual conference of the Commissioners for the Promotion of 
Uniform State Laws met at Narragansett Pier, R. L, in August. 
Representatives were present from sixteen states. Commissioners Bar- 
ton and Pollard represented Virginia. The 
The Sales Act. Commission completed its work on the ' ' Sales 

of Goods Act," prepared by Prof. Williston of 
Harvard. The measure has been under consideration for two years. 
It is believed that its adoption by the several states will settle some 
most unfortunte differences which exist between the decisions of the 
several states and which retard and embarrass interstate business rela- 
tions. The bill will be introduced at the coming session of the Vir- 
ginia legislature. The report to the Conference shows that the Nego- 
tiable Instruments Act as drafted by it has now been adopted in thirty 
states. 
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